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If we make this our practice, with every com-
promise, with every sellout, we will drain the
lifeblood from the movement that brought us
into Congress. Our souls will depart from us
and we will become the hollow politicians the
public expects us to be, but sent here to re-
place.

I urge my colleagues to do what is nec-
essary to reform this system when the House
takes up the transportation bill next week.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HUNTER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PETER-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PETERSON addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BARR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BARR addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

f

YOUTH FIREARM VIOLENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Indiana (Ms. CARSON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. CARSON. Mr. Speaker, 2 days
the ago the Nation was shocked when
two adolescent boys opened fire on the
students at Westside Middle School in
Jonesboro, Arkansas, which killed four
students and a teacher. Eleven others
were wounded. One of the boys had told
his friends that he had a lot of killing
to do, according to the police.

Teacher Shannon Wright died trying
to shield another student from the
deadly fire. She was 32, the mother of a
21⁄2 year old son. The police found a
cache of guns at the site.

Just yesterday, a 14-year-old boy in
Daly City, California tried to shoot his
school principal, Matteo Rizzo, who
had disciplined the boy last week for
fighting with a schoolmate. The shot
fortunately missed Rizzo and lodged in
the wall behind him.

Today I have had a report from my
home district of Indianapolis that a 7-
year-old boy brought a loaded gun to
school in his knapsack. When con-
fronted by teachers, the boy said he
had been threatened and brought the
gun to school for his protection.

Last December, a boy opened fire on
a student prayer circle at a high school
in West Paducah, Kentucky, killing
three students and wounding five. Two
months earlier, two students died in a
shooting in Pearl, Mississippi. And in
December, a student wounded two stu-

dents when he opened fire in a school
in Stamps, Arkansas.

Mr. Speaker, we are facing a crisis
when young kids can get guns easily
and take them to school. Marion Coun-
ty, Indiana, a part of which I represent,
has seen 115 children die by firearms in
the last 5 years. Of these deaths, 33
were from handguns. Statewide in Indi-
ana, some 40 children 19 and younger
committed suicide with firearms in
1995. Four of these suicides were by
children aged 10 to 14. Eighteen chil-
dren died from firearm accidents in
1995.

Nationwide, more than 1,000 children
aged 14 and younger committed suicide
with firearms from 1986 to 1992, accord-
ing to the Center to Prevent Handgun
Violence. More than 1,700 were killed in
accidents. An average of 14 teenagers
and children are killed by guns each
day.

Children committing acts of violence
are not the only problem we have with
children and guns. Adults carelessly
leave guns around children and can be
just as dangerous. Just this past Sun-
day in Indianapolis, a 3-year-old boy
accidentally shot and critically wound-
ed his mother’s boyfriend. This man al-
lowed a 3-year-old to hold his 9-milli-
meter handgun. Apparently the gun
owner removed the ammunition clip
but failed to remove the one round in
the firing chamber. The boy pulled the
trigger and the bullet struck the owner
in the abdomen.

Two years ago, Michelle Miller of In-
dianapolis lost her 3-year-old son when
a boyfriend let the child play with his
gun. The gun went off, killing the
child. As part of her sentence, Michelle
is telling her story in public and urging
families with guns to keep the weapons
away from their children.

Mr. Speaker, what are 3-year-olds
doing with guns? The Indianapolis Po-
lice Department responded to the most
recent incident saying that gun owners
should keep their weapons locked and
out of the reach of children.

According to the Coalition to Stop
Gun Violence, half of all gun owners
keep their firearms in an unlocked
area. One fourth keep their firearms
unlocked and loaded, leaving their
guns very vulnerable to threat, acci-
dental shooting, suicides, and homi-
cides.

Fortunately, we in Congress can do
something to increase the safety of
guns that are kept in homes and to
keep guns out of the hands of children.
H.R. 1047 that requires that handguns
come equipped with safety locks is one
such measure. A safety lock fits over
the trigger of the gun, disabling the
weapon until it is removed. With safety
locks, parents would be able to secure
guns and prevent their use either by
their children or someone who steals
their guns. We cannot force parents to
use safety locks, but we can make sure
that they are provided with a safety
lock which every gun should carry.

That bill that I referenced is a sim-
ple, commonsense solution that we

should enact immediately, and that is
to require that trigger locks be placed
on unattended guns so that our chil-
dren cannot just use them wantonly.
Perhaps we could look at ways to lock
guns when they are manufactured, and
require manufacturers to implement
trigger lock devices in the manufactur-
ing of firearms. And yes, I know that
gun lobbies across this country would
be opposed to this, but we as Members
of Congress must step up very boldly
and responsibly and act accordingly to
the sentiments of this country and to
the protection of our children.
f

b 2045

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take
the time previously allotted to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HULSHOF). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania?

There was no objection.
f

ISTEA BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. FOX) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to speak about a very impor-
tant topic to my colleagues tonight,
and that deals with the very important
transportation bill.

The fact is that this new transpor-
tation bill is one that has been worked
out on both sides of the aisle. It is paid
for out of Transportation Trust Fund
money. It is paid for each time the mo-
torists go to pay for their gasoline.
Those funds are being used and gen-
erated back to protect the public.

This transportation bill is a good
one. It means jobs across America. It
means improved road safety. It means
new and improved public transit sys-
tems. It means improved air quality
because more people are riding on the
trains, subways, and buses. This ISTEA
bill is a bipartisan piece of legislation.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. SHUSTER), the chairman, and the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR), the ranking member, have
worked over time with their staffs to
make sure it is a positive piece of legis-
lation in the fact it is fair to all States
in its allocation and support of our Na-
tion’s governors, along with hundreds
of other public service organizations.

We have reduced waste in this Con-
gress. In the 104th Congress, we reduced
spending by at least $53 billion. We
continue reducing waste in the govern-
ment by our own reexamination
through the Results Caucus through
our sunset procedures.

We have several bills, Mr. Speaker.
As I am sure my colleagues are aware,
we have bills that will make sure that
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our legislation for each agency we are
going through with a fine-tooth comb
to make sure that where agencies are
duplicating what others are doing,
whether it be State government or pri-
vate sector, we are going to downsize,
we are going to privatize, we are going
to consolidate or eliminate.

So we have done the job, working
with Citizens Against Government
Waste, to reduce those kinds of expend-
itures that previous Congresses may
have approved, but this Congress does
not approve. But transportation, that
is an investment for our children, for
our families, for the public.

Many people do not own cars so they
rely on public transit. Much of this bill
deals with public transit and how to
make sure those who do not drive and
cannot afford a car can still go to work
and still go to the doctor and still do
the necessities of life.

I look forward to bipartisan support
not only in the House, but in the Sen-
ate, so a bipartisan bill can be passed
and sent to the President for signature.
f

RESTORATION OF THE FARM
CREDIT BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
CLAYTON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, several
of my colleagues have introduced a bill
called the Restoration of the Farm
Credit bill. I want to report to the
House today that the Senate, with
their supplemental spending, also
adopted that bill, understanding the
emergency nature of farmers needing
credit.

In the 1996 farm bill meant that in-
deed credit had been denied to farmers
who might have had a blemish on their
record. For whatever cause, whether it
is due to a disaster, whether it is due
to a medical cause, whether it is due to
foreclosure, whether it is due to dis-
crimination, any of these reasons, if a
farmer had had one blemish on his
record, he was barred or she was barred
from there on out to borrow any mon-
ies from the USDA, whether that is a
guaranteed loan or direct loan. So
what it meant was one strike and farm-
ers had no recourse whatsoever.

Mr. Speaker, one of the reasons small
farmers are going out of business so
fast is because they do not have access
to credit. Certainly, when the United
States Government is lending money
to farmers, usually this is the last re-
sort, the last opportunity farmers have
is to go to their government to borrow
money. So when the government says,
no longer are we interested in small
farmers and small ranchers, that
means consumers and farmers, all who
depend on having small farmers and
ranchers participate in farming, are
put at risk. It means the quality of
food is at risk. It means the low food
prices that we enjoy are at risk.

So I am happy to say that the Sen-
ate, the other body, was able to see the

wisdom of that. I hope, as we have the
opportunity next week, that we will
have the same opportunity to see the
emergency nature of responding to the
critical credit needs of small farmers
and ranchers.

Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-
leagues to consider that when they
have the opportunity.
f

GOP NATIONAL SALES TAX IS BAD
IDEA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this
evening the Democrats plan to discuss
the Republican plan to abolish the Tax
Code and replace it with either a flat
tax or a sales tax.

I yield at this point to the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO).

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey and I
also thank my other colleagues who
were on the floor and those who are
coming tonight to join in this special
order to talk about the need to cut
taxes for working middle-class families
and to reveal the true cost, as my col-
league from New Jersey pointed out,
the true cost of a dangerous Repub-
lican proposal to impose a national
sales tax on the American people.

We have heard quite a bit lately from
our Republican colleagues about tax
reform. But behind the rhetoric and
the calls to ‘‘scrap the code,’’ that
mantra, if you will, repeated over and
over again to scrap the code, behind
the rhetoric of that phrase lie some
very radical and some dangerous pro-
posals that will actually raise taxes on
working families and cut taxes for the
wealthiest 1 percent of taxpayers.

I think we all agree that that is not
reform, that is not what we are about.
Abolishing the Tax Code, replacing it
with a sales tax is one of those kinds of
easy-listening proposals that Repub-
licans are famous for. If you will, it is
the legislative equivalent of elevator
music; we might find ourselves hum-
ming along. But when we snap out of
it, we realize that we hate the song. We
have all had this happen to us.

The Republican national sales tax is
a very bad idea. My Republican col-
leagues argue that a national sales tax
would be simple and it would be fair.
But take a closer look at it and we find
that there is nothing simple or fair
about it.

A national sales tax is not simple. In
fact, several renowned economists have
declared a national sales tax as un-
workable. Even the conservative Wall
Street Journal has panned the proposal
and highlighted concerns about admin-
istration and about enforcement.

A national sales tax is not fair. The
Brookings Institute says that of the
GOP sales tax, ‘‘The sales tax would

raise burdens on low- and middle-in-
come households and sharply cut taxes
on the top 1 percent of taxpayers.’’
That is not fair.

The GOP national sales tax proposals
call for replacing all individual and
corporate taxes with a 23 percent sales
tax. But there is a new analysis by
Citizens for Tax Justice that shows
that the actual rate would be at least
30 percent. That means the American
people would pay 30 percent more for
everything, 30 percent more for every-
thing. They would pay a 30 percent tax
every time they opened their wallet.
Talk about being nickeled and dimed
to death.

What does that mean to the average
middle-class family? Let us take a
look. This week U.S. News and World
Report did a cover story on the cost of
raising a child in today’s world. It is an
astounding piece. According to U.S.
News, for a child born in 1997, a middle-
class family will spend $1.4 million to
raise that child to age 18. This is the
cover of U.S. News and World Report
this week, ‘‘The Real Cost of Raising
Kids.’’ Would my colleagues believe it
is $1.4 million apiece? Put a 30 percent
tax on top of that and we are looking
at life for working families under a
GOP national sales tax.

Let us take a look at a few examples
of what a 30 percent tax means in real
life. This is a box of diapers. It costs
$23 today. Add a 30 percent GOP tax of
$6.90 and we have the GOP price of
$29.90. Let us take a look at what it
costs for a pair of children’s shoes.
They cost about $20. Add the GOP sales
tax, which is about $6, and we are pay-
ing $26 for the same pair of shoes.

Let us take a look at a box of cereal,
and we all want to give our kids cereal.
We want to make sure that they are
healthy. The price is $2.99 today. The
GOP tax of an additional 90 cents
would bring the price of a box of
Kellogg’s Raisin Bran, Two Scoops of
Raisin Bran here, up to $3.89.

Let us take a look at a loaf of natu-
ral grain bread. Price $2.59. GOP tax, 78
cents. GOP price, $3.37.

And what about baby food? Price 45
cents. GOP tax, 14 cents. GOP price, 59
cents.

This gives my colleagues some idea
of the reality of a national sales tax
and a 30 percent increase in that tax.
Of course, we all know that children’s
shoes get more and more expensive. We
saw here. So if they take a look at
what happens as they grow up and they
have a child that is a teenager, his or
her shoes could cost $120. Add a 30 per-
cent sales tax, and they are looking at
a $36 tax, bringing the cost to $156. It is
no wonder that, according to U.S. News
and World Report, the cost of clothing
a middle-class kid to age 18 costs
$22,063.

My colleagues will see on this chart
that the GOP sales tax would increase
that cost significantly. I think it is im-
portant to take a look at this chart.
This is the GOP 30 percent sales tax
list for working families, the cost of
raising a child.
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